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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 02 May 2008 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1-6 have been presented for examination. 

3. Claims 7 and 8 have been cancelled as per Applicant's request. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to the 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd rejection filed 04 March 
2008 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. The Applicant has failed to indicate 
in the original disclosure support for the claimed "switching means" and "associating means." 
The Applicant attempts to show support for these features by supplying a new figure, Figure 3, 
which has been objected to as being new matter. Therefore, the 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd rejection of 
claim 4 is maintained. 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to the 35 U.S.C. 101 filed 04 March 2008 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. The Applicant has failed to indicate in the original 
disclosure support for the structure claimed by the means for language of claim 6. The Applicant 
attempts to show support for these features by supplying a new figure, Figure 3, which has been 
objected to as being new matter. Therefore, the 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection of claim 6 is maintained. 
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6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-6 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new grounds of rejection. 

7. See further rejections set forth below. 

Specification 

8. The amendment filed 04 March 2004 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) because it 
introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no amendment shall 
introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material which is not 
supported by the original disclosure is as follows: Figure 3 and the associated amendment to 
include a description of Figure 3 in the specification. 

9. Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

10. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

1 1 . Claims 4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. This is further supported by the Applicant's attempt to include new Figure 3 and its 
associated description to the originally filed disclosure. 

12. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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13. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. As discussed in the previous Office Action of 08 January 2008, the specification does 
not provide an adequate disclosure showing what structure is meant by the limitations "switching 
means" and "association means." See MPEP § 2181(11). 

14. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being incomplete 
for omitting essential elements, such omission amounting to a gap between the elements. See 
MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted elements are: attempting to access a server (prior to the second 
comparing step). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

15. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

16. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. One of ordinary skill in the art may interpret the present invention as 
being implemented as software, thereby rendering the "means for" language in claim 6 as 
computer software. In re Donaldson Co., 16 F.3d 1 189, 29 USPQ2d 1845 (Fed. Cir. 1994), 
decided that 

the "broadest reasonable interpretation" that an examiner may give means-plus-function 
language is that statutorily mandated in paragraph six. Accordingly, the PTO may not 
disregard the structure disclosed in the specification corresponding to such language 
when rendering a patentability determination. 

See MPEP § 2181 also. Therefore, giving the claims their broadest reasonable interpretation, 

while keeping the structure disclosed in the specification in my mind, one of ordinary skill in the 

art would construe claim 6 as representing a computer program per se. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

18. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
No. 6,385,388 Bl to Lewis et al., hereinafter Lewis, in view of U.S. Patent No. 7,305,624 Bl to 
Siegel, hereinafter Siegel. 

19. As per claims 1 and 4, Lewis teaches discloses a method of and information carrier player 
for controlling, from an information carrier player, a user access to an information carrier and to 
a server, said information carrier being associated with a preset parental control level 
(DVD_PCL), said information carrier player being associated with a current parental control 
level selected from among a set of parental control levels, said method of controlling comprising 
the steps of: 

receiving the preset parental control level associated with the information carrier (Figures 
10 and 1 1 [step 123], column 7, lines 21-37, i.e. determining the parental rating associated with a 
disk); 

comparing said current parental control level and said present parental control level 
(column 5, lines 22-35); 

authorizing or not authorizing access to the information on said information carrier in 
dependence on said comparing step (column 5, lines 22-35). 
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20. Lewis does not teach associating a list of server addresses with said parental control 
levels and restricting the user access to the server addresses in said list having parental control 
level lower than or equal to said current parental control level. 

21 . Siegel teaches using parental controls to limit access to questionable or objectionable web 
sites and content (column 38, lines 23-57). 

22. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to associate a list of server addresses with said parental control levels and restrict the 
user access to the server addresses in said list having parental control level lower than or equal to 
said current parental control level, since Siegel states in the abstract that using parental controls 
for websites will help to provide a safe Internet experience. This is especially true since US 
2002/0147782 Al to Dimitrova et al., hereinafter Dimitrova, states in paragraph 0035 that video 
input streams are coming from a variety of sources these days such as DVD, VCR, cable TV, 
satellite and the Internet. Furthermore, KSR International Co. v. Teleflex Inc. (KSR), 550 U.S. 

, 82 USPQ2d 1385 (2007) brought to light that it does not require anything more than routine 

skill in the art to combine two techniques that were already to known to yield a predictable 
result. In the present case, the Applicant is combining parental controls for a media player with 
parental controls for web browsing. 

23 Regarding claim 2, Lewis teaches a first control sub-step for deactivating said restricting 
step (Figures 10 and 1 1 [step 131], column 7, line 50 to column 8, line 5, i.e. overriding parental 
controls). 
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24. Regarding claim 3, Lewis and Siegel do not teach a second control sub-step for 
forbidding the user access to any server address. 

25. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to forbid access to any server, since it only takes routine skill in the art to remove 
access to any server address. See MPEP § 2144.04(11); see also Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ 2031 
(Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1989). 

26. As per claims 5 and 6, Lewis teaches a method of and information carrier player for 
controlling, from an information carrier player, a user access to an information carrier and to a 
server, said information carrier being associated with a preset parental control level (DVD_PCL), 
said information carrier player being associated with a current parental control level selected 
from among a set of parental control levels, said method of controlling comprising the steps of: 

receiving the preset parental control level associated with the information carrier (Figures 
1 0 and 1 1 [step 1 23], column 7, lines 2 1 -37, i.e. determining the parental rating associated with a 
disk); 

comparing said current parental control level and said present parental control level 
(column 5, lines 22-35); 

authorizing or not authorizing access to the information on said information carrier in 
dependence on said comparing step (column 5, lines 22-35). 

27. Lewis does not teach comparing said current parental control level and the highest 
parental control level of said set of parental control levels; and authorizing or not authorizing 
access to said server in dependence on said comparing. 
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28. Siegel teaches using parental controls to limit access to questionable or objectionable web 
sites and content (column 38, lines 23-57). 

29. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to compare said current parental control level and the highest parental control level of 
said set of parental control levels and authorize or not authorizing access to said server in 
dependence on said comparing, since Siegel states in the abstract that using parental controls for 
websites will help to provide a safe Internet experience. This is especially true since US 
2002/0147782 Al to Dimitrova et al., hereinafter Dimitrova, states in paragraph 0035 that video 
input streams are coming from a variety of sources these days such as DVD, VCR, cable TV, 
satellite and the Internet. Furthermore, KSR International Co. v. Teleflexlnc. (KSR), 550 U.S. 

, 82 USPQ2d 1385 (2007) brought to light that it does not require anything more than routine 

skill in the art to combine two techniques that were already to known to yield a predictable 
result. In the present case, the Applicant is combining parental controls for a media player with 
parental controls for web browsing. 

Conclusion 

30. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

3 1 . The following patents are cited to further show the state of the art with respect to 
implementing parental controls on DVD players, such as: 

United States Patent No. 6,973,461 Bl to Fleming, III et al, which is cited to show 
implementing parental controls on a DVD player. 
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United States Patent No. 6,694,090 Bl to Lewis et al., which is cited to show a patent 
related to the one used to reject the claims of the instant application. 

32. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christian LaForgia whose telephone number is (571)272-3792. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Thursday 7-5. 

33. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

34. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Christian LaForgia/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2139 

clf 



